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T artcle has
a peared m the July, 1953, is-
spe of Forelgn Affairs,” a
arterly magazme whose edi-

‘_',‘_

Entrﬂe The Sovnet Ecnomy
utpaces the West,” and written
y an  Oxford Fellow,, Peter
Viles, it includes several reveal-
g comparisons about economic
Fogress in the capitalist and so-
alist sectors of the world.
Although Wiles“is hostile to
Je Soviet Union arid works over
he typical array of anti-Soviet
Isifications, his general conclu-
ons are important. .

Wiles starts right out to dem-
ohstrate that socialism is superi-
or to capitalism, and he berates
t
t

2 b - o= ol e Bl Borlia)

ose who will not even enter-
in the thought that such a pos-
bility might exist. He writes:
Today the West finds difficulty

conceding the possibility that
the rate of economic growth—
pecially in strategic articles,

unist than in pon-Communist
untries.”

He then adds: “. . . from the
ost skeptical studies the fact
a superior rate or growth does
erge . . . by whatever other
iteria ‘economics may be judg-
‘dd, Communism is at any rate
eating ‘capitalism’, whether in
the form of la)ssez»faxre or of the
elfare state, in its rate of
rowth.” :

Mauking doubtful assumptions
at are Favorable to capitalism’s
rformance and using statistical
domparisons and data that he ad-
thits are weighted against the
Broductive performance of the
Joviet Union. Wiles nevertheless
(oncludes

It is thus clear that by this
gcademic comparison  Soviet
¢conomic ‘development betters
$)1 recorded data for the West.”
So, he vontinues, “It is thus

-1 ther ag great as_ #oow is. Other-

t luxuries—is higher in Com--

kely, lhat even assuming f'ull,

X C(il)l". o
Democracies, In-tontrast to the
wild stories circulating in the
U.S. press about the imminent
economic collapse in Eastern
Europe, Wiles notes: “It may be
asked if Czechoslovakia, the
only advanced and industrialized
country yet overrun by Commu-
nism, shows a lower rate of
growth than other satellites. Peo-
ple’'s Democragies—LRA)
answer is no. Her index of pro-
duction reads thus: 1948—100;
1949-115; 1950--135; 1951—
156. . . . There is thus no conso-
lation here, and no confirmation
of the doctnne that Communism

1
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" is unable t&# take over and work

an advanced country.”

Wiles also recognizes that the
construction of basic heavy in-
dustry is at present favored in
the Soviet Union and the Peo-
ple’s Democracies, at the ex-
pense of lighter, consumer in-
dustries. However, - he points
out, “In the long run, and if
progress continues at this rate,
it will certainly be reversed .
(and that) there must one day
be a }ugher standard of living
too . . .- -

All this, of course, leaves the
author very unhappy At the be-
ginning of his article, he‘bravely
announced, “Some people are
shallow enough to suppose that
if this Superiority (more rapid
Soviet economic growth than
capitalist growth—LRA) is ad-
mitted the whole case of the
free world is lmt

YET AFTER proving quxte
satisfactorily that socialism is a
form of economic organization
superior to capitalism, Wiles has
not offered much hope for his
“free” world, Lamely he con-
“cludes:

“This is not the place to say
exactly what ought to be done,
even. if the writer presumed to
-know. Preventive war is immor-
al, a revolution or appeasement

.next to. impossible. Too great

dst raise our - Ipﬁduchon ‘and
p the gap betwe'f‘n us and

The |

I stock market

wise, time is on' their side.”

One ﬂgﬁiﬁcant I‘C]ﬂall\,xﬂﬁ thi
salijert #ippears elsewhere’ in h’sl
article: - In dlscussmg the phe
nomenal ‘fate of growth of thel
Soviet’ eéonomy Wiles remarks:
“Only in wartuge do - capitalist
systems sl'{ow compildble rates]
of growth.™ _ .
Perhaps that is why
trembhile:
time peace is meunoned




